Abstract: Using unpublished archive material, the text eliminates certain doubts regarding the personality of the Herzegovinian Bishop Savatije Ljubibratić. It sheds light on several decades of dilemmas about his Herzegovinian bishopric seat. Furthermore, it defines the time and circumstances of his moving to Boka Kotorska more precisely and more comprehensively, as well as his activities under the auspices of the Republic of Venice.
Trebinje or Piva
he northwestern part of Boka (Risan, Herceg-Novi) was historically and geographically connected with Herzegovina. Since Herceg-Novi remained the last Turkish stronghold in Boka, its conquering was of primary strategic and political importance for the Venetians. With its conquest, the Venetians would have power over the entire Boka, 1 opening their way to penetrating Herzegovina as well. 2 For realizing their plans, they used Serbian clans in Herzegovina, raising their hopes that they would thus be liberated from Turkish oppression and be under a kind of Christian dominion. 3 The * This text is an original scientific paper and result of several years of investigation (field and archive) in the area of Boka Kotorska (Herceg-Novi) for the preparation of a doctoral dissertation defended in 2015. 1 Ever since the 15 th century Boka Kotorska was divided into the southeastern (Venetian) and northwestern (Turkish) part. Thus Turkey controlled the entrance into the Boka Kotorska Bay and was a constant threat to the Venetian positions inside the Bay (Perast, Kotor). 2 The objective of the Venetians was to conquer the strategically important Trebinje, further opening their way to conquering Popovo, Zažablje, all the way to Opuzen. They would thus take possession of the entire Lower Herzegovina and the entire Herzegovina by taking over Gacko (Мusić 1988: 171-172) . 3 In order to accept the Venetian dominion, the clans insisted on several conditions: to receive regular payments for the heads of clans, approval for forming one squad per clan, and to be given self-government after the model T of the Privileges of the Paštrović clan. 4 Stanojević 1970: 336-337 . 5 Mijušković 1953: 266; Ruvarac 1901: 22; Petranović 1859: 158; et al. The General Paper of Tvrdoš and Savina (Opšti list) states a list of metropolitans who had their seat in the Trebinje Monastery including the names of Savatije and Stefan Ljubibratić (Đordan 1885: 31-32) . The unreliability of these texts is shown by the fact that it is known for certain that Stefan Ljubibratić never had his seat in Trebinje, but was a bishop in Herceg-Novi, Dragović and later in Kostajnica. 6 Stojanović 1923: 182-183 (no. 7000) . Such an assumption should be taken with plenty of reserve because the icon of Virgin with Archangels (created by Dimitrije Daskal, 1680/81) in the Cathedral Church in Risan has an inscription stating that Savatije was signed two years earlier as the Bishop of Herzegovina (Vujičić 1980: 215 (Fig. 1). 12 Accordingly, Savatije's bishopric seat before his arrival to Herceg-Novi was most probably in the Piva Monastery. The claims without any specified sources that his seat was in the Trebinje Monastery (Tvrdoš) brought several decades of confusion about the otherwise also complicated period of Serbian history (the late 17 th century), full of wars, migrations, and continuous turbulences around strategically important strongholds and borders.
Reestablishing of Bishop Savatije
The Orthodox Christian clergy had a very important function in preserving the faith and integrity of the people in the complicated circumstances of migrations and a physical separation of the Serbian corpus. Knowing that in wartime circumstances not much could be achieved without the support of the local Orthodox population of Boka and Dalmatia, Venetian authorities invested a great effort in winning the Orthodox clergy on their side. The Orthodox clergy, however, saw the possibility of getting certain privileges and status in order to preserve their identity in the absence of a church organization and under the foreign rule.
Already since the conquering of Herceg-Novi in 1687 we noticed that Herzegovinian Bishop Savatije often visited this area and was very engaged in different missions on the Venetian side. He played a significant role in the implementation of military cooperation between the Serbian population from Herzegovina and the Venetians, as well as the operation of their migration to Boka. 13 In that aspect, there was a long, deeply rooted confusion, seen in different authors. Literature states that Bishop Savatije moved the monks from the Tvrdoš Monastery in 1693 to Herceg-Novi and the Savina Monastery after the Venetians destroyed Tvrdoš.
14 Such data was not known until now. The document dated
Bishop of the coastal areas and Dalmatia only much later. 11 Stojanović 1903 11 Stojanović : 34, 90-91 (no. 2268 11 Stojanović , no. 2603 . This is also confirmed by a document from a later period, dated (Vukčević 1998: 10-12) . 14 Мedaković 1978: 14; Crnogorčević 1901: 5; Popović 1909: 12; Zloković 1971: 8. September 1693, which the refugee monks from Tvrdoš received from the Venetian authorities, stating aid in money and biscuit when they arrived to Herceg-Novi only mentions the prior of Tvrdoš, Teofil Radulović, who led their migration, and not Bishop Savatije Ljubibratić.
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As a reputable man, he was the safety factor for the Venetians, someone they could count on to gather and lead the people in case of need. Savatije personally states about his wartime engagement: I came at the beginning of the battle in Novi, with my regiment of Christians.
16 Savatije wrote the letter to Živo Grbičić on August 27 1691 from HercegNovi. We further discover that he was also fighting under the auspices of the serene Principle in Gacko, Knin, Trebinje and Ljubomir. 17 The fact that Savatije was already feeling entirely at home in Herceg-Novi and its surroundings can also be seen from his letter addressed to Archbishop of Bar Andrija Zmajević, dated December 29 1691, hurrying from Herceg-Novi to the village of Morinj, near Risan, on business.
18 Also speaking in favor of it is the fact that the Venetian Cadaster of Herceg-Novi from 1689 (preliminary Cadaster which got its final form a year later, in 1690) already states that the Bishop of Herzegovina was dwelling in Herceg-Novi with six monks (Vescovo d'Hercegovina con calogeri sei, in tutto sette) and that they were granted land in that area (Podi, Sasović, Kazimir, Brajkovina, Topla).
19 Furthermore, the mentioned Venetian Cadaster from 1690 enlists the Herzegovinian bishop as a Venetian subject, with the mentioned significant piece of land in the area of Herceg-Novi. 20 He received it from the Venetian authorities in order to support himself while staying in that area, but also as a reward for his engagement on the Venetian side in the Morean War and a thoughtful Venetian gesture of obligating him for further endeavors on their side. 21 In 1690 Savatije had in his possession land in the villages of Podi, Sasović, Kazimir and Brajkovina, with a total area of 9 campos, 5.5 quarrata and 106 21 We should keep in mind that, after the departure of Patriarch Arsenije III, Venetians intensified the pressure on Serbian bishops in the area of Herzegovina and Montenegro to put them under their rule. Their objective was to prevent the imposed Patriarch of Peć Kalinik I, who also worked ardently on winning over, for his own interests, bishops from the Venetian zones of interest. (Тоmić 1990: 221; Id. 1906, 142-143 (Vuković 1996: 125) .
Activities and Significance of Bishop Savatije
During his entire stay under the auspices of the Republic of Venice Bishop Savatije persistently attempted to establish jurisdiction and order, both in the newly populated territory of Boka and later in Dalmatia. 34 He also strived to receive an official ducal from the Venetian authorities about his jurisdiction over those lands. 35 On several occasions during 1710/11 he sent requests for granting such powers.
36 Correspondingly, we notice that he changed his title from Bishop of Herzegovina to gradually adding bishop of Dalmatia (coastal areas). 37 Under different circumstances perhaps he would be able to make part of his jurisdiction official with the Venetian authorities, but since the spring of 1711 a new important factor appeared at the Dalmatian border: a probability of an uprising of Herzegovinian and Montenegrin clans against Turkey with a big possibility to spread the battles over the border to the areas of the Republic. Before such a threat the Venetian authorities were not willing to make such a big step and grant such wide powers to an Orthodox bishop. The Archbishop of Zadar Priuli and the Bishop of Makarska Bjanković devotedly worked on strengthening such a stand.
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The uprising did break out in 1711 and the representatives of the church were in the center of attention, primarily Metropolitan of Cetinje Danilo as well as Herzegovinian bishops Gerasim Popović and Savatije Ljubibratić. When Russia entered the war against Turkey in the autumn of 1710 Russian Emperor Peter the Great also turned to Balkan Christians. 39 On that occasion he sent Colonel Mihailo Miloradović to Montenegro with the task to incite a wider uprising in the Balkans in order to make the war easier for Russia and provoke as much turmoil as possible in Turkey. 40 Knowing from the directions of his senior 37 The earliest confirmed mention of Savatije's title was on the icon Virgin with Archangels from the Church of St.
Peter and Paul in Risan (1680/81), designating Savatije as the Bishop of Herzegovina (Vujičić 1980: 215) . Mentioned in several texts as the Semi-Zahumlje and Semi-Herzegovinian Metropolitan, originating from Piva and the family of Ruđić. Such texts are from 1693, 1694, and 1702 and also mention that he became a monk in the Trebinje Monastery [Stojanović 1902 [Stojanović : 462, 464 (no. 1983 [Stojanović , no. 1994 Id. 1903 Id. : 1, 4, 29 (no. 2090 Id. , no. 2105 Id. , no. 2240 ]. An inscription on a book from 1702, in private ownership, commonly mentions Savatije as the Zahumlje and Semi-Herzegovinian Metropolitan, but emphasizes that he later also became the Metropolitan of Dalmatia [Id. 1902 [Id. : 335 (no. 1306 court advisor Sava Vladislavić, a Herzegovinian, that the Montenegrin and Herzegovinian clans had been aspiring for a long time to be freed from Turkish oppression, he believed that he would find support among them. Russia directly promised to liberate Christians from the Turkish oppression, therefore Montenegrins, Brdovians and Herzegovinians joined its liberation war. 41 The leader of the uprising, Colonel Miloradović, also expected significant support from the people of Boka Kotorska in his endeavors. Thus, on July 18 1711 he sent a declaration to the people of Novi and Risan to join the fights. 42 Venetians were cautious to prevent the movement from spreading onto their Orthodox Christian subjects, thus forbidding the sales of gunpowder and lead to Montenegrins on their territory.
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Although no proof was found about Savatije's direct involvement in the 1711 Uprising 44 several documents do indicate the possibility of his indirect participation in those events. A Venetian document dated June 14 1712 indicates that Savatije's secretary was accused of cooperating with Colonel Miloradović and was consequently removed from his position.
45 Such confusions were also created by the famous Miloradović's letter (if it is not a forgery) granting Savatije for his contributions (without any precise details about them) the property of Mustafa Ćatović, a Turk from Trebinje (Fig. 2) . 46 The property included houses and a shop in Trebinje as well as a house, a mill, gardens and vineyards in the village of Pridvorice. Such a gift from Miloradović was hardly possible because the battles against Turks in Herzegovina at the very beginning were neither large nor powerful. There was especially no mention of any specific or permanent results because after the first Turkish attack on Montenegro (1712) the rebel forces in Herzegovina gave up on further fighting and made a deal with the Turks. 47 A Venetian report dated October 28 1711 states that the rebels succeeded in seizing a great loot and desolated the land around Trebinje but did not manage to stay there long. 48 There is a certain possibility that this letter to Metropolitan Savatije Ljubibratić was addressed in that very short period in the autumn of 1711 or spring of 1712 when guerilla actions were again performed in Herzegovina and when Miloradović was personally present there. A letter with such contents and the seal of the Russian army colonel possibly had the objective to initiate and gain a more open support of the rebels by Bishop Savatije and through him most of the population of Boka. They needed help more than anything, especially after the unsuccessful attacks of rebels on Turkish fortifications 41 Stanojević, Vasić 1975: 251-252 . 42 Stanojević 1955 : 66. 43 Stanojević 1955 There are opinions that Savatije rejected all cooperation with Russian agents and the Metropolitan of Cetinje Danilo regarding the preparation of the uprising of Serbs in Boka (Šorgić 2011: 702-703 Stanojević, Vasić 1975 : 265. 48 Stanojević 1955 Gacko and Nikšić 49 and the preparations of Ahmed-Pasha, a Bosnian vizier for an expedition to punish Montenegro in the spring of 1712. 50 When the expedition started both Miloradović and the Metropolitan of Cetinje Danile found sanctuary in Grbalj and the hinterland of Herceg-Novi and from there attempted to give the last resistance to the Bosnian vizier as well as to gain support of Venetian subjects in those areas.
51 Bishop Savatije, however, could not do much under a constant supervision of Venetian authorities but he indirectly did help Miloradović. He gave him a certain financial support. The decree of the Russian Senate dated June 11 1722 mentions that Miloradović personally admitted that he was in great financial problems and that in spring 1712 he was forced to take a loan of 700 golden Venetian ducats from the Metropolitan of Herzegovina Savatije. 52 It further states that Savatije prepared the money for the restoration of the Trebinje Monastery but when he saw the penetration of enemy forces and bloodshed he gave the money to Miloradović.
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Savatije's activities were numerous. He participated in the ordination of Sava Očinić for the Metropolitan of Cetinje after the death of Visarion Borilović on November 27 1694 in Herceg-Novi. 54 It is interesting that shortly before that the Montenegrin Senate (Zbor) unanimously elected Savatije as the successor of Visarion. This is testified by a letter written by Montenegrin dukes and clan heads to Provveditore Marchelo on May 4 1694. 55 Savatije's presence was also noticed at the Synod in Dunaszekcső in June 1700, when Danilo was ordained the Metropolitan of Cetinje. 56 On July 18 1705 he returned from his pilgrimage to the Holy Land together with his nephew, deacon Stefan. He made a statement about this trip, noted in a sanitary report made upon his return to Herceg-Novi. 57 A literary inscription in the Church of Holy Salvation in Topla testifies that the Cathedral Church was raised while the Bishop's seat was in Herceg-Novi. 58 According to the said inscription the construction of the church began on April 2 1709 on the land granted by a certain Staniša Tomov and consecrated by Savatije on March 21 1713. 59 The 1704 Cadaster confirms that the stated Staniša Tomov did have property in Topla. 60 Besides this information, the literary inscription reveals a series of data about the construction of the church, costs, prices, donors.
Bishop Savatije was also often a counselor in civil litigations. 61 Provveditore De Pino, however, forbade members of the clergy to be advocates in civil litigations. 62 Furthermore, Savatije tirelessly worked in increasing the property of the monastery and bishopric by receiving them as gifts both from Venetian authorities and believers. It was clear to him that, without a significant financial income, he could not sufficiently strengthen the order and church in an unfavorable setting. We learn from Venetian documents, for example, that he bought land in Meljine from the Kuvelja sisters in 1706, which he later transferred to the Savina Monastery, 63 or that he bought real estate including houses, land and shops from the Milošević brothers in Topla in 1712. 64 On several occasions we discovered land and other property gifted by people to Bishop Savatije or the Savina Monastery. 65 It is clear that the role and dedication of Bishop Savatije Ljubibratić were enormous and had multiple meanings in this area. He participated in military endeavors on the Venetian side in the Morean War for the liberation of Herzegovina and Boka from Turks. He was a great support to Venetians in strategically populating very important border territories in Herzegovina and Boka, desolated after the departure of Turks. He tirelessly fought for gaining episcopal jurisdiction over the areas of Dalmatia and Boka, as well as for establishing a church organization. This battle, after Savatije's death and banishing of Bishop Stefan Ljubibratić, would be continued by priors and archimandrites of Savina until the end of the Venetian rule (1797). Bishop Savatije understood the significance of establishing an organization and order of the local Orthodox community as well as its role in preserving the Serbian Orthodox identity under the foreign rule. Thus he devotedly worked on the restoration and construction of churches in the newly populated areas of Boka Kotorska, strongholds in the given circumstances with a special importance and role of the revival of the Savina Monastery, a Zion of the Orthodox people of Boka and further.
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